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Side 1. STATE OF ARIZONA, Respondent

(Litigant Group) STATE OF ARIZONA

Attorneys for: Respondent

Barbara LaWall, Esq. (AZ Bar No. 4906)
Jacob R Lines, Esq. (AZ Bar No. 22560)

Side 2. VINCENT ALPHONSO POWELL, Petitioner

(Litigant Group) VINCENT ALPHONSO POWELL

® State of Arizona

® Vincent Alphonso Powell, Pro Se PRO SE
CASE STATUS

Jan 23, 2017....Case Closed Jan 23, 2017....Decision Rendered
PREDECESSOR CASE(S Cause/Charge/Class Judgment/Sentence Judge, Role <Comments> Trial Dispo
2CA 2 CA-CR 15-0446 PRPC
% PIM CR20071727 Howard J Fell, Pro Tem JURY

Comments: (none)
L PIM CR20080296 Howard J Fell, Pro Tem JURY

Comments: (none)

CASE DECISION

23-Jan-2017 ORDER

ORDERED: Petition for Review = DENIED. Filed: 23-Jan-2017 Mandate:
A panel composed of Justice Timmer, and Justice Bolick, and Decision Disposition
Justice Gould and Justice Lopez participated in the ‘ Denied

determination of this matter.

5 PROCEEDING ENTRIES

1. 1-Aug-2016 FILED: Motion for Extension of Time to File Petition to Ariz. Supreme Court Due to Extraordinary Issues and Good Cause Shown
(Petitioner Powell, Pro Se)

2. 2-Aug-2016 A "Motion for Extension of Time to File Petition to Ariz. Supreme Court Due to Extraordinary Issues and Good Cause Shown”
(Petitioner Powell, Pro Se) having been filed on August 1, 2016,
IT IS ORDERED granting a first extension of time to file the Petition for Review on or before September 1, 2016. No further
extensions of time shall be granted absent extraordinary circumstances. This matter is subject to dismissal if the Petition for
Review is not filed by September 1, 2016. (Hon. Clint Bolick)

3. 1-Sep-2016 FILED: Petition for Review (Petitioner Powell, Pro Se)

4, 1-Sep-2016 FILED: Record from CofA: Link to Electronic Record

5. 23-Jan-2017 ORDERED: Petition for Review = DENIED.
A panel composed of Justice Timmer, and Justice Bolick, and Justice Gould and Justice Lopez participated in the determination
of this matter.
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